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FURTHER COMMENTS OF AMERITECH

Ameritech1 files its Further Comments in this matter pursuant to the

Commission's Public Notice released on March 14, 1996. The Commission

asks parties to address how the passage of the Telecommunications Act of

1996 (lithe Act") affects the issues raised in the Commission's Notice of

Proposed Rulemaking issued in this matter in July of 1995 ("Number

Portability NPRM"). Since the Act only addresses service provider number

portability, it has no direct impact on either location or service number

portability. For that reason, although Ameritech continues to support the

development of these other forms of number portability, it will limit its

Further Comments to service provider number portability.2

Ameritech will show that the Commission's Number Portability

NPRM addresses all the requirements of the Act, and that the Commission's

tentative conclusions in the Number Portability NPRM are generally

1 Ameritech means: Illinois Bell Telephone Company, Indiana Bell Telephone, Incorporated,
Michigan Bell Telephone Company, The Ohio Bell Telephone Company, and Wisconsin Bell,
Incorporated.
2 As used in these Further Comments, the term "number portability" means long term service
provider number portability, and the term "interim number portability" means interim service
provider number portaNlity. lJ {
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consistent with the Act. In fact, the Act resolves many of the questions raised

by the Commission. For these reasons, with the exception of cost recovery

Ameritech believes that the Commission can prescribe its requirements for

implementation of long term number portability under the Act based upon

the record already developed in this proceeding, as supplemented by this

round of further comments. As Ameritech recommended in its earlier Reply

Comments} the Commission should address cost recovery for long term

number portability through an expedited, focused Joint Board charged with

developing national principles for recovery of long term number portability

costs on a competitively neutral basis.4

The Commission can expeditiously and efficiently prescribe long term

number portability on a national basis if it builds upon what has already been

adopted by the industry in a number of states. Therefore, in the balance of its

Further Comments, Ameritech will describe the current status of its

development and deployment of interim and long term number portability.

Ameritech will show that the Act resolves the requirements for the provision

of interim number portability, and that Ameritech is already

3 Section 25l(e)(2) resolves the issue of the basis for recovery of the cost of establishing long
term number portability under Section 251(b) and provides that they shall be "borne by ill
telecommunications carriers on a competitively neutral basis as determined by the
Commission". (emphasis added)
4 Ameritech Reply Comments pp. 4-7.
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providing interim number portability in two states that fully comply with

those requirements. There is nothing further the Commission needs to do in

this preceding on the issue of interim number portability.

Ameritech will further demonstrate that a long term number

portability architecture has been adopted by an industry workshop in Illinois

and is scheduled for initial deployment in the portions of Illinois where new

LECs are in operation by the second quarter of 1997. The same architecture

has also been adopted in other states. Ameritech is prepared to promptly

implement the same architecture in other areas, as soon as an industry

consensus is achieved. Ameritech will show that this long term number

portability architecture fully complies with the Act.

1. The Number Portability NPRM addresses the number portability issues
raised in the Act.

Sections 25l(b)(2) and 25l(d)(l) of the Act require that the Commission

prescribe the "requirements" for long-term number portability. The

Commission's tentative conclusion that long term number portability should

be expeditiously developed and deployed meets this statutory requirement.s

Therefore, Ameritech recommends that the Commission issue its long term

number portability requirements based upon the record in this matter, as

supplemented by this round of further comments. By proceeding in this

5 See, Number Portability NPRM en 29-34.
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manner, the Commission will facilitate the expeditious development and

deployment of number portability.

As discussed earlier, the only open issue is cost recovery for long term

service provider number portability which Ameritech believes warrants a

Joint Board that includes state regulators and the industry. Ameritech

recommends that the Commission charge the Joint Board with the sole task

of promptly developing national principles for the recovery of the costs of

long term number portability on a competitively neutral basis from all

telecommunications carriers as required by the Act.6

2. The Act resolves several of the issues addressed in the Number
Portability NPRM.

The Act resolves several of the questions raised by the Commission in the

Number Portability NPRM. Under the Act:

1. All LECs, including BOCs, independent incumbent LECs, and

new LECs, have a duty to provide long term number

portability.? The only exception applies to rural LECs that have

6Section 251(e)(2).
7 The Act establishes the duty to provide "number portability" in Section 251(b)(2) which
applies to "all local exchange carriers". (emphasis supplied)
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obtained an exemption from the applicable state commission

pursuant to Section 251(f)(2) of the Act.

2. The Commission must prescribe the requirements for long term

number portability. [Section 251(b)(3) of the Act]. As discussed

elsewhere in these Further Comments, the Commission can

expedite deployment and help prevent waste and inefficiency if

it prescribes the architecture for long term number portability

that has already been adopted in several states, including Illinois,

Maryland, California and Georgia.8

3. As discussed earlier, the costs of establishing long term number

portability must be borne by /JaIl telecommunications carriers on

a competitively neutral basis as determined by the

Commission." [Section 251(e)(2) of the Act]

4. BOCs seeking to provide in-region interLATA service must

deploy "interim number portability through remote call

forwarding, direct inward dialing trunks, or other comparable

arrangements" until they have established long term number

portability pursuant to the Commission's regulations. 9 The Act

therefore resolves the debate regarding the appropriateness of using

8 Other states that are considering this architecture include Colorado, Florida, Indiana,
Michigan, New York, Ohio, and Wisconsin. Canada is in the process of adopting the same
architecture.
9 Section 27l(c)(2)(b)(xi) specifies that U[u]ntil the date by which the Commission issues
regulations. .. to require number portability, [BOCs shall provide] interim number portability
through remote call forwarding, direct inward dialing trunks, or other comparable
arrangements, with as little impairment of functioning, quality, reliability, and convenience as
possible.u
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remote call forwarding or DID trunks to provide interim number

portability, or the need for additional mid-term arrangements. lO

3. Interim number portability utilizing remote call forwarding and DID
trunks is already available and the Commission need not take any
further action on this issue in this Proceeding.

Since the Act has already effectively resolved all issues concerning interim

number portability by requiring that BOCs that wish to enter the in-region

when LATA business provide interim number portability through remote

call forwarding or direct in-ward dialing trunks, there is no reason for the

Commission to go further. Ameritech already offers interim number

portability service using remote call forwarding and direct inward dialing

trunks under state tariffs in Illinois and Michigan. Ameritech is also

preparing to file to provide the same interim number portability services in

Indiana, Ohio and Wisconsin plans to begin to provide those services during

the third quarter of 1996.

As discussed, remote call forwarding and DID trunks are prescribed as

interim number portability services by Section 271(c)(2)(B)(xi) of the Act. Both

services provide viable and convenient forms of number

10 An example of a "mid-term" arrangement is the so-called Carrier Portability Code ("CPC")
plan. Although initially proposed as a potential long term architecture, it has recently been
proposed as a mid-term alternative by a few parties. However, there is no requirement under
the Act that BOCs deploy any interim arrangement beyond remote call forwarding or direct
inward dialing trunks, nor is there any reason to do so since long term number portability can be
available within a little over a year. See, section 4 following.
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portability until long term number portability is deployed by the industry. In

addition, Ameritech is offering its interim number portability service under

tariffs authorized by state commissions. As such, cost recovery for interim

number portability is already being addressed at the state level. The

Commission need not to duplicate those efforts in this proceeding.ll

4. Several states have adopted a long term number portability
architecture that fully meets the requirements of the Act and is
scheduled to be initially deployed in 1997.

Since Ameritech filed its Reply Comments in this proceeding in October of

1995, an industry workshop in Illinois conducted under the aegis of the

Illinois Commerce Commission ("ICC") has completed development of a

long term number portability architecture. The Illinois workshop includes a

cross section of the industry -- LECs, new LECs, interexchange carriers and

cellular carriersY The long term number portability architecture selected by

11 Section 251(e)(2) specifies that number portability costs are to be recovered on a
"competitively neutral basis" as determined by the Commission. But the term "number
portability" as defined in the Act refers to long term number portability that is to say "without
impairment of quality, reliability, or convenience". [Section 153 (33)] However, the "interim
number portability" which is required by the interLATA checklist in Section 271(c)(2)(B)(xi) of
the Act utilizes remote call forwarding or direct inward dialing trunks and which the Act
requires cause as "little impairment of functioning, quality, reliability, and convenience as
possible." Unless the Commission finds that remote call forwarding and direct inward dialing
trunks provide long term number portability under Section 251(b)(2), it should find that the Act
does not require it to address rate making for those services.
12 The industry workshop participants include Ameritech, AT&T, GTE, Cellular One, MCI
Metro, MFS, Sprint/Centel, Teleport, and the ICC Staff.
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the Illinois workshop is Location Routing Number ("LRN") administered by

a neutral third party. LRN utilizes a unique routing address to forward calls

to ported numbers to the proper terminating office. Other states that have

completed a comprehensive analysis of long term number portability have

also determined that LRN best meets their criteria for selection of a long term

number portability architecture.13

The Illinois industry workshop has signed a stipulation and

agreement to deploy the LRN service, which was approved by the ICC on

March 13, 1996. The Illinois workshop further obtained commitments from

switch manufactures to deliver LRN software during the second quarter of

1997. The workshop has also issued a Request for Proposal for the neutral

third-party administrator. LRN number portability service is scheduled to

begin to be deployed in the portions of the Chicago LATA where new LECs

are in operation during the second quarter of 1997. A copy of the stipulation

and ICC order approving LRN is attached as Attachment A.

The policy criteria for selection of LRN by the Illinois workshop were:

1. National compatibility.

2. Expandable to accommodate location and service number
portability.

3. Causes no change in how end users originate or terminate calls.

4. All participating providers can deploy the same architecture.

13 Supra, section 2.
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5. Does not require routing of traffic through the incumbent LEC
networks.

6. Accommodates access to number portability data bases at
multiple locations within networks.

7. Administration is performed by a neutral third party.

8. Causes no network degradation of service or loss of
functionality.

9. Consistency with existing network infrastructure and standards.

10. Conserves numbers and codes.

11. Not proprietary to any single manufacturer.

12. Supports 911 /E911.

LRN fully meets the above architecture and thereby also meets each of the

requirements for long term number portability of the Act.14 As such, LRN is

an ideal number portability template for all jurisdictions. At a minimum,

whatever requirements the Commission prescribes it should allow enough

flexibility so the industry and the states can implement LRN without delay.

14 The Act defines the term "number portability" as the "ability of users of telecommunications
services to retain, at the same location existing telecommunications numbers without
impairment of quality, reliability or convenience when switching from one telecommunications
carrier to another." The above criteria addresses each of these requirements, and adds several
additional ones.
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6. Conclusion

The Commission should issue its requirements for number portability based

upon the record in this proceeding, as supplemented by this round of further

comments. The Commission should prescribe the LRN architecture as the

template for long term number portability, or should at least permit enough

flexibility so the industry can deploy LRN without delay. The Commission

should address competitively neutral cost recovery of long term service

provider number portability costs in a Joint Board.

Respz~lly submitted,

00/-7 rt~
Larry A. Peck
Frank Panek
Attorney for Ameritech
Room 4H86
2000 W. Ameritech Center Drive
Hoffman Estates, IL. 60196-1025
847-248-6074

March 29, 1996
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'Dear Sir/.am:

.J .D1elo.ecf :1.s a eerttf1ed eopy of the Order entereel by this
:~omnt:L••:LOft.

Sj,fJ.cerely,

DoJma M. Caton
.ClUef Clerk
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&TAD OF IU,moIS

ILLIlfOIS COMMBRCZ COMMISSION

..

, ,

Illinois a.ll Telephone Company;
errs Horth, Incorporated; GTE. :
8OU~h Incorpor.~.d;, Central :

, Telepbcme Company of Illinoi., c
AT'T,co.municat1ca.'of Ill1n01., :
Inc.; MCI Tele~icatiCft. :
COzpoZ'ation; MCIMe1:ro Transmi••ion:
services, Inc., Sprint COInImm1- :
cat.1Oft. Company L••• , Ml'S lntele-
net of Illinoi., Inc. Teleport. :
COlW\mica:i~n. Group, Inc~

Joine petition for approval of :
ItilN1.ticn and .....nt relat.ing:

, to tbe implementation of Local ,:
lrU.mber Portability.

96-0089

'.. . ~ .
,. AlPII I

, ' .

f'

'\
"

• • ', .~. •••:' ~:.'::"~'.. fl!o',,'": ," .~.:.~;~ 7.:: "0 • ;

~ 'By. t~. coiftmiillilOn:
'.. ,,:' ... r' ......

'. ' Ozi~,·p~ru~t~/ 20, '1"', Il11Do1. Bell'TelepboDe company; GTE
Borth,... IDcozporated;' crtB South, Incorporated;. central Telephone
~y of'Il11Doi." At.t Communications of Illinois, Inc.; Mel

. Telec:ommunicatiODa C02:POratiODl SFrint COIftIDunication. Company L.P.;
Mel Metro Truund••ion .errice., Inc. I MFS Intelenet of :tll1noi.,
Inc~; and Teleport. eo.nmicatlons CJrcup, Inc. on behalf of it.
affiliate. TC Sy.tems-Illinoi. TCG Illinois and. TCG Chicago, filed
'With the Commi••ion a Stipulation and AgTeement ,(Appe:ld.ix "A"
attached hereto and _4e ~rt hereof) executed by tho•• partie. and
a Joint Petition .eek:1Dg' the COftB1••1cm'. adoption of the terms of
the Stipulation and .Ap1temen~. The Stipulat1cm. anel Agreement call.
for the a4cpt10n of t~ call p~e••in~ model for local number
portability r.c~4 for us. in their ,serving areaa in Market
Servj.ce Area 1" '(·"MS'A-l'" fn 'Illinois by a con••neus of the
signatories a. a Z'e8Ult of participation in the Indu.try Working
Group, or taak force, e.tablished by an order of the Co1nm.i••ion in
~kets '4-00", '4-0117, '4-0146 and '4-0301, COnsolidated,
entered. April 7, 1"5 ("CFP Order"). The Stipulatlon and Agreement
alao calla for the adeption of certain other issues agreed t.o by
the .ignatories.

Pursuant to notice given in acecriance with the :111e. and
regulations of the co.1.s:f.cm, this matter came on for hearing
))afore a duly authorized H.aring' J:xam1ner of the Commi••ion at it.
:offices in Chicago, Illinois, on March 1, 1996. Appearances were
ientered by counsel for Illinois Bell Telephone Company; Central
Telephone Company of Illinois: sprint Communications Company L" P. ;
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MrS Intel.net: of Illinoi., Inc.; Teleport:, Communications Group,
Inc.; Soutbweetern .e11 Mobile By.tems, Inq. d/b/a Cellular One
Chicago; Mel TelecOIIIIU11ic:atiOM Corporation;. HeIMetre Tran.m1••ion
COz-poration, Inc., crm North, %ftcorporated; CI'1'I South, Inccr
po¥atedl AT&T Communicat1~. of Xllinol., Inc.; an4,.taff of the
commi••ion. ~erry n. Ap,penseller, Vice President of Ame~it.ch'.,

Open Market Strategy nivision te.tified. a8 a joint ,,:ltn••• in
aupport of the Stipulation anc! Agreement. At the conclusion of the
hearing, this _tter was marked "Heard and Taken."

The Stipulation aftC1 14nement provide. that the x..oeat:ion
aov.ting l4UMer (UUf) mod.l .hould be adopted •• the l=t-teZOft\ call
proc•••lng' model for implementatlO11 of local number ~eility 1n
the .erving area. of those parti.s identified. •• -Designated
Partie. II in MSA-l in Il11noi8. Mr. Appenzeller te.tified that the
1M model wa. .elected by a consenaus of the aignatori.. a. a
result of participation in the industry task force e.tablished by
the Commi••ion to develop i!l permanent number portability solution
in Il1:1noi.. Mr. Appenzeller further testified that the con.ensue
was reached after a through revie" and analysi. by the task force
participant.. Mr. AppeAzellar t ••tifie4 that the switch vendor
doe' DOt:. c01IIIlit to DeW _itch development unl... it has a fi::m

.orcIe~ to, do .0. The .witch vendorl have. expx-e••ed. • willingne•• to
c:omm1t:reeouree. withOut. firm order if. the' eoau••lcm approves a
call mOdel. for u.e ccnsiltentwitb the Stipulation and Agreement.
} f •• ~.. , " ',' ••: .. '

" '" • •• t••

;', Mr.' APPenzeller' Itatee! that the Stipulation. ed Agreement
further pJ:CVicSal that initially only wireline service provider'
portability will be provided. in the .erving area. ot the partie."
identified a. -Deeipated parti....in MSA-l. He testified that it"
was the conaenaul of the ta.k force that initially limiting local
number portability to s.rvice provider portability w1ll meet the
most immediate need of new entrants, to be able to obtain customers
while peradtting customerl to retain thol. telephone numbers either
at the, •••• location or in the ••me immediate leorr.ph~c.l a~.a.*'. Appenzeller t.'tifled' 'hat there are three types of local
number portability I service p%OVider portability, location
portability and. .ervice portability. Mr. Appenzeller maintainea
1:hat.. ..zvice provider portability provides the ability for

,·customer. to switch .ervice providers, or carriers, at the same
location or within limited geogr&phic area, for example, a rate
center and reeain their telephone numbers. Mr. Appenz.ller stated

. t.hat location ponab111ty permits a person to chaDge locations over
a larger geographic area, possibly even to another .tate, while
retaining one'. original telephone number. Ke alao. noted that
,eo,raph1c po:t~ility allow. a customer to change services (for
.,eatnple, .. from POTS to ISDN) ~ While retaining the same telephone
~r.•••igned to his/her analog telephone service.

• i -2-
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Mr., Appenzeller t ••tilied that because of the difference. in
:' the ••1p of cellular pZ'OViderB' network., initially local number
~abll1ty will only be provided by wireline telecommunlcatione
carriers. A per.on vill not be able to port a tel.pho~e number
from one cellular provider to another cellular prov1c!er, ,or from a
cellular provider'to a v1re1ine provider or vice., versa. However,
call. from cellular telephofte. to po1:ted. vire1ine telephone numbers
will be cOmpleted.. calls from ported. wireline telephone numbers
will also be completed to cellular telephone•.

The Stipulation and Ap'eement al.o provide. that, initially,
bill~ng for call. to ported number. w111 not bave t~ ~ changed.
CU.tomer prefixe., or NXXs, would continue to be asaoclated with
the .exi.ting rate centen of inew6eDt LBC. • Mr. Appenzeller
teatifie4 this will 1••••D customer and carri.r impacta. carrier.
will be able to bill a per.on calling a Dumber that has been ported
•• if the number had not been perted.

, ~ ,

, . Staff .eated. it had no objection to e!lt~ of an Order
approving the Stipulation &ftd Af~eeent. ,No other party o~jected
to ent~ of an Oreter approving the .&me •

. " :'", . .....: .•'W':.;,. . ". '., . • .' :.... ..... . ..

-: ::" .~l: 'Ttie:,!." Ce-.t.••ion: ccmclude. that the, inatant . Stipulation and,
, ' ',', ~t!', ~~c:h pJ:QVic!e.~" for adoption of. the LRlf model, as ,the long-
, t,ez:ar'c:all. prOce••1,ng model for the impl'ementation of local number
" .. pOrtability in' aru. of MIA-l t. :rea.onable ucl lIhou.14'be appzovecl •

.. Tbia' &gn__t ia the rewlt of • detailed aftalysi. Md" re'ri.." by
aft industry wide ta.k foroa which the· Commi',ion ••t&bliehed to
develop a penallut. nv.1Iber ,ertuility .olut1on 1ft Il11ftoi... TlU.
Stipu.laticn and Agr.....t. repn••fttl a .tep cl0••r to c5.evelopiftg a
reaaonable number portability .olution in 111ino1.. Fo%' the••
reason., we conclude that the Stipulation and Agreement should be
approved.

The eo-..t.••icm, having considered the entire record~ and :being
fUlly .4vi.eel in the premi.es, is of the opinion and. fines. that:

(1)
•

Illinoi~ ••11 Telephone Oompany;. GTE North Incorporated;
GT! SCNth' Incorporated; Central· Telephone Company of
Il11noi.; ATilT Communications of Illinois, Ine.; MeI
TeleCOlllllUnications Corporation; HelMetro Tra.~.mill.ion

Se~ic•• , Iftc., Sprint Commun1cat1ona CompanY.L.p.: MrS
%Ilt.lenet of %111ftoi., Xnc. Teleport c:o=mmicaticn.
Group, %nc. are cor,po~.tion. eng_ged in th. practice of
maiAtaining a public telepho.ne ayatem in the State of
Illinoi. and a. such are t.lecommunications c:arriera

. within the meaning of the Publie Utilities Act;

(2) the COani••ion has juri.diction over the parties hereto
and the subject matter thereof; .

-3-
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(3) that the recital. of facts and conclusiOAe ·reached in the
' ..";.,; pnfatory portion of this Order are: supported by record,

and are hereby adcpted as finding. of fact.herein;

(4) that the LoCation :Routing Number call1ftOdel is rea.onable
and supported by the record for U8e a. the longAterm call
prece••ing mod.l for implementation of local. number
portability" in the .erviDg areas in MSA-l of .the parti••
identified.. in the; Stipulation . and Agree~ent as
-Designated Parti•• wI

(5) chat all c.rriers. identified in the Stipulation and
Agree.nt as -Designated Partie.· should provide vireline
service provider portability within their serving are••
in MSA~l;

. ...
(6) that all partie. identified. in eipint the Stipulation

and Agreement aa ·~signate4 Parties" should provide
location portability, .. en a shcrt:-2:UD basie, with1n
incumbent LIe rate centers 1n MSA-l; .

(7)

.' 0: •. ' '.. •••. ... . •.:

'. "

. . .
that, in order to allow oilliDSJ to CODtiaue unchangecl. for
calls .. tendnated. to. ported· nUlft1:)er.,. lOCCII. should, in the
short .'run;:: cc:mti1'1ue .to'· be •••ociated with. the existing
rate center. of in~nt LEesl

th.t··.·~h~·· Jot;~ ·~~tition shoUld' be~ '~~ed' and the t·.. ·
stipulation' and Agreement .hould be approved..

, .
IT IS TRBRIFORE ORDERED by the' Illinois Commerce Commission

that the Joint Petition is hereby granted and the Stipulation and.
Agreement i. hereby approved.

IT IS I'ORTHD. O:R.DD.ZD that Local Routing JfUmbe~ shall be the
call model for the provision of local number portability 1n the
••rv:Lng are.. of the parti.. identified in the Stipulation anc!
Agreement •• "De8ignated Patties" in MSA-l •

• IT IS Fmr1'BEJt 0JU)!JlEI) 'that the partie. identified in the
.tipulation and Agreement a. "Designated Partie." shall provide
••rvice provider portability.

,i... IT:XI FtDt'1'JlD. ORDaI:D that the pareie. identified. in the
rltipulation anc! Ap:e....nt .s "t>e.1p.ated. Parti •• • .hall provide
location. portability in their .erving are. in ~.~ within the
'incumbent LEe.' exi.ting rate centers.

%'1' IS rOItTHIR OJU)DED that taXa ahall cb1tinue to be
.a.ociated with the incumbents' existing rate center••

-4·
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IT IS tUIt"1'IIIR 0JU)DIt) that IUbj ect to the pI'OYi81ona of
lection 10-113 of the Public Utilities Act and 83 Ill. A4m. Code
200.880, thia or4er i. final; it is not ..subjeet to the
Mminiaerative Review Law. I i

: By Order of the Commission this 13th day of March, 1996.

(SIGNE1) :DAN MIL~n

Chairman

(I B A 1,)

I •

,.. N....
~...

• • t. • •

•
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,.r.it~nft nf !~l~noi., Sell ~.lephone

Company; GTI No~~n Incorporated:
~,~ »outh tnco:po~_~ed; C.n~~.l

!'elePho•• C.paftY ot %111fto~l;
AtlT e~ft~cacion. of !llinoll,
'!:lC:. ,~I ':'o1ecotMNniea:1o".
::rp: ~C:Mee~o ~ran.~ls.ion

Service•• :nc.: MFS t~te~.r.et

of Illinoi•• :~c.: Teleper:
Commun1caclonl G~~p, I~c. and

. ~Chwe.~.~ ~11 ~il.·'Y.~~•.
:. tlte. cl/it/"~CellulaI' ene •• e.'\ie.,.;
, "zin.c c~1c:.tioNi ~. , .
. . -._"&1 'of' a' S',l.ulatio.r. aN!
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'%'."AT"O' AMI) 101'''''''1

.0 •
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APPEMDI'X "A"
rice 2 of 13

::0 ereate an ~ftdUIC:ry tali( force to cav.lop & permane:\t ~Uft\DeZ'

por:abili:y .ol~eicn for Illinois. M Qrdar at l~~.
t

3. Anlerieeeh Il:1noi.; At't C:Oft'/I\Ul.i,cacioft. of Illine~••

:'nc. ;

and Tel.pon C~n1c:.tiol'1. ':irou,. Inc. on Nhaif of it•

• f~111at... Te Syateft\l-Il1iftOis. Inc.•. Tea .caic.~. a"d -rea

they provide teleeommun1cation8 ••rvice in MSA-l.

4. The Part~e. agree that. iftit1al1y. only w1reline

""'l'Yle. p~OYld.Z' oonabl11~Y will be provided. Initially. it will

be provided OA~Y l3 t~. 9.~.ph!c a~.a co~rieift. :he ~o~ritQri••

5. The "anie. agree that. initially, wi'Z"eline customer

~r.!i~. or vir.liM IfXZa .hcu14 eonti,nue t:o be a••ociated with
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.xiseing 'rate cen:er. of ~he inc:uiN:Ier.t :oeal exchange provider.

("LEC,") •

, . The i:>e.2.gnated P.I'~i•• a,:o" tl\at ~~. ~cat1on ltoue1n9

~mter ("LaM-) call ~dcl ~hc~ld be QdoptQd ~D the le~·S.rN call----. -
proc•••1ft; ~.l for 1MPle~4n~.t1on of LNP in thel~ S.rvl~; are••---in' MSA-l. Th' 'art~e. have parc1C:lpated. in thl draftinc; of the

': .. .
··.cftwaZ'e

, "
with ~!t ,:~A.· and" any

ba••d en thair expec:tlt~on. that LNP Nlecl ~ft 1JUf will be

fen,rally avai.lable for 1mple.ntacicn by the fec:ond quarta%' of

baMCS on 1M' "hen' "software 11 aV&11abi." wh1ch meet:., 1n all

ut.rlal A.,.ct., the requirements of Exhibit A.

I. .thll\f 1ft thll St1P\llat'1on and ~r...ftt ,"hi-bit. a

; ,aft)' !!'Cftl petit1on1nt the Ill1fto11 eoaneree e0ftll'ft1••~o!'\ fc%' an
' ... r..



.".. .a_. fl • ., ttl... 'II'."

f~-OOI'
,,"£.Dl1. "A"
P-R- • uf 1:5

altereat1v. t.~l' soJ.\1t1on 1~, subsequent 1:.0 the .~gnini oS: :n.s

St1pulat1c~ and ~ement. it appears t~at ~p ba.ed en ~RN t~at

meee. :he :.~1re~ent. of !Xhib1~ A will ~Ct be senerally

implemented aoon cneTeafter.

,. T~e ?are1.. aqt'ee to p.rait other :el.ccrnmu~icatl=n.

earriers to vclur.:arily provide ~~ baled en LRK in ~SA.l. ccnsis-

·,1\&11 " rama1" ,in l!ul1, , fore. aM effece until. s\1persec!e4 by a
ll:' •

ConIfti••lon rule or crur.

11. the 'anie. a.." to adclz'e.. c:o.~ recovery issu.. in' a

12. ~. te~1 of thi. Stipulation and Arr.emeft~ have

iAt__• to repn..nt the "Iitin of &ftY 'arty 01' the '~~11~.te

interpret.. a. a compo.iee po.1ti= c! th. Parei... TM.

Stipulation. ancl· ••.-nt :... pre.ested to the Illiftoia CotIIIMrce

COIId.••i.on tor adep~iOft 1:\ 1~. enti:r:ecy. If not. adOpcecl in its
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.llt·~reey, :hi.. Stipulatioft &:l~ AtTlement shall be 'lCici, and no

part.y shall c. bound by arw 0: :he aqreemancs or previsions

;'3. Nothing in eh1. Stipulation anc! Agr••ftle:\t reat%1c:t. •

&ftC conditions of thil Stipulation an4 ~eem.nt .

..
~l= ~

It••' ~~tt'~r. ,,,,., ".-~.".,,,,,,,,.~,,

Itc,

10 •••Iy' _

Its:

"
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enti:ety. t~1. SClpul.t1c~ and Afr.em.ne shall :. Yo1~, A~d no
{

~&Ity shall be bound by ~y of the a9:~~me~ts c: ~%ovis1or.s

hezeol.

13. ~othir.g 1n bnis Stipula~~on &r.d A'lee~.n~ :elt:icts •
~

,afty !:om p.ci~icn1n9 t~. Comm1.110n ::: a w&1~'t ~f :~e t't~S

And conditions of thl~ Sti~ul.tion and ~9teement.
~

:~~:MOtS OILL TS~!'KONE CCMP~

11 :

GTE· ••

Byr • ~

r • " t' • t'

CDrW. TlUPHOJI'I CQDMY OP %%,.t.:tHOIS

Iy:

. %t8:

t. I
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entirety, thi. Stipulation an4 Att'eement Ihall b. YoieS, an4 no

'.fty from pet1t~Cftlftg the C:oftlfti••s.on for a vaivel' of the terms

~Y' _

' ..

Iy. _

I,•• _

..'. .. .•

Ita,
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